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In addition to their teaching, research, and community service roles, faculty members of schools of public health (SPHs) can contribute to better health by exerting their influence to assure effective public health policy. Many decision makers who are authorized to make public health policy welcome the expertise of such faculty in guiding them through the formulation, implementation, and modification processes, as described in an article by Longest and Huber. They described the importance of the involvement of faculty in SPHs in local, regional, and national health policy formulation, and they identified three actions by these schools that could increase such involvement:
(1) building infrastructures to support and facilitate faculty in helping to shape public health policy, (2) teaching faculty how to be more influential in the policy arena, and (3) aligning incentives and new areas for faculty to contribute to improved public health policy. They define public health policy as ". . . the set of authoritative decisions made throughout the government that are intended to direct or influence the actions, behaviors, or decisions of others in the effort to protect, promote, and restore the health of individuals and populations." The article concludes with the suggestion that SPH faculty members should be encouraged and assisted by school leadership (e.g., deans) to take action to improve the public's health by engaging in the policy-making process. 1 Proposing and advocating for public policy development based upon systematic inquiry and analysis, the foundations of research, is a form of research translation. 2 If public health faculty members are positioned to influence policy, then their selection and emphasis of research topics should, in turn, depend in some part on their ". . . likely relevance to the solution of real public health problems." 3 It follows that faculty members should be encouraged and supported by school leadership to know and understand, at least in a general sense, the knowledge and priorities of those responsible for developing public policy.
In this article, we describe a straightforward approach for school leadership (e.g., deans) to alert faculty to opportunities for policy translation as one of several steps toward addressing the three actions mentioned by Longest and Huber. 1 This approach was recommended in a recent white paper in which was suggested the means to enhance the influence of academic public health on public policy-making (Unpublished data. Barron G, Fletcher L, Huber G, Potter M, Ricci E, Russell J. Can the graduate school of public health have greater impact on public health policy and practice? Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh School of Public Health, Center for Public Health Practice; 2007). First, we present this approach in detail, including a tool for identifying regional, state, and national public health policy topics of current interest and relevance, and a process for linking faculty members' research interests with current policy topics. The approach, which is neither expensive nor time-consuming, may help school leadership stimulate more frequent and effective communication among faculty with policyrelevant expertise and policy makers who need it. We conclude with several examples of how the suggested approach has led to recent policy improvements at the local and state levels.
IDENTIFICATION OF POLICY PRIORITIES AND RESEARCH INTERESTS
Policy makers are influenced by many factors, including the people they serve and the media they read, hear, and influence. Therefore, media should provide a useful resource for ascertaining high-profile public health concerns and trends. Macnamara 4 reviewed numerous methodological approaches to media content analysis. Systematic media content analysis has been widely employed by social scientists since its development in 1927 by Harold Lasswell, who used it to study propaganda in the mass media. 5 The method appears in many forms, both quantitative and qualitative, but each approach has the goal of systematically searching a body of text to identify common themes or content areas. The method requires the analyst to (1) sample a large amount of printed (usually published) text; (2) search, using key words, for commonly appearing themes, ideas, or messages; (3) group and summarize (often quantifying) the material; and (4) draw conclusions about the presence and meaning of the identified content in the media or other class of text (e.g., elementary or secondary school books used in a defined geographic area). At the University of Pittsburgh (UPitt) Graduate School of Public Health (GSPH), we have used a form of systematic media analysis to identify and prioritize health policy topics of current interest to the general public and to those who formulate health policy.
During the fall of 2008, we conducted online searches of newspapers, public health organization websites and links, and journal articles of national, state, and local interest. National newspaper sources included the New York Times, Washington Post, and the Wall Street Journal; state (Pennsylvania) sources included the Philadelphia Inquirer, Philadelphia Daily News, The Patriot News (Harrisburg), Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, and Pittsburgh Tribune-Review; the latter two were also used for local sources. Online sources included the websites of national, state, and local public health organizations and agencies ( Figure 1 ). We conducted all searches using LexisNexis. An initial wide-ranging scan of resources identified in Figure 1 resulted in a list of approximately 50 health policy priority topics. The search terms used were "public health," "health policy," and "health care."
Next, we condensed the rough list of 50 topics into 15 specific priority topics through a qualitative judgment process ( Figure 2 ). We conducted searches on the 15 topics to determine how frequently each topic appeared in newspapers during a five-year period. We repeated the searches for the national, state, and local sources. Subsequently, each search term was used again in combination with the term "public health," as all relevant public health articles might not include a search term, and some irrelevant articles might incidentally include them. Comparing the results of searches with and without the term "public health" would reveal whether false hits or false omissions might distort the results. Finally, we conducted all searches in one-year time periods from January 1, 2003, through December 31, 2007, to assess trends and/or spikes in the data.
The result of the public health priority searches was a list of topics, with a frequency number for each, at the national, state, and local level. We found little difference in frequencies whether or not the search term included the term "public health," and little difference in the priority of topics measured by frequency numbers across the five-year period. Using these results, we searched the school's faculty database to identify research interests related to the high-priority policy topics. Figure 3 shows the matches between policy priorities resulting from the content analysis and the research interests of the faculty at the UPitt GSPH. In the more than three years since our school's leadership voiced its commitment to policy translation activities and its effort to identify policy priorities that might be conducted by our faculty, several initiatives by faculty members have contributed meaningfully to addressing public health issues at the local and state levels. The following examples relate to some of the policy priorities we identified. It is clear that the identification and recognition by school leadership of policy-relevant expertise among faculty members was helpful in attracting their contributions to high-priority public health problems.
Environmental risks
It is generally believed that air quality measured in terms of air pollutants and toxins has historically been a public health issue for Allegheny County and the city of Pittsburgh. The County Executive, the local health department, and the media frequently address this issue, and, although there has been significant improvement in air quality over the years, it is still an important priority.
The Dean of the UPitt GSPH was appointed to the County Board of Health, where a recent controversial agenda item was the revision of local air quality standards and regulations. In 2009, the Board voted to defer any action in part due to a lack of knowledge about the topic. In an attempt to address the need for scientific information, the Dean organized an educa-tional session led by faculty with air quality expertise. 6 Subsequently, in 2010, the Dean was appointed by the Allegheny County Executive to chair a committee, 7 which met monthly to recommend new air quality guidelines. Thus, at a minimum, the UPitt GSPH took a proactive step in attempting to better educate policy makers about an important local public health issue and played a leadership role in helping to make the necessary changes.
H1N1 influenza
Although not captured as a priority in our pre-2009 searches (although infectious "disease" was addressing H1N1 influenza), vaccine availability was a top public health issue in the past year for local, state and national public health officials. In response, the UPitt GSPH established an Influenza Task Force comprising faculty as well as leaders from state and local government involved in policy development. Faculty and postdoctoral students were embedded for short periods of time in both the state and federal government to assist policy development personnel with data analysis and the use of decision-making models. In addition, a set of questions concerning H1N1 knowledge and behavior was included in the Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance Survey being conducted by the UPitt GSPH in conjunction with the Allegheny County Department of Health. 
Health status of children

Smoking cessation
Smoking cessation has also been identified as a high public health priority at both the local and state levels, yet the recent economic downturn has led legislators to consider reallocating Tobacco Master Settlement Funds away from this priority. In response, faculty members have testified at public hearings and advised government officials responsible for policy development and implementation about the health consequences related to proposed reallocation. This initiative has helped serve as a basis for the formulation of regulations to stop smoking in many types of public buildings throughout Pennsylvania.
CONCLUSIONS
We have offered an approach for SPHs to identify policy priorities as a way to improve the translation of research-based expertise into better public health policy at the local, state, and national levels. This approach, while necessarily subjective, is relatively easy to implement, update, and replicate, and it serves to guide both academic administrators and faculty. The approach is also flexible because any school using the process described can vary the range of media sources used (e.g., influence of regional newspapers) and shift the basis of analysis from print to electronic media.
Our process and results have proven useful to the Dean, and, with the Dean's encouragement and support, faculty of the UPitt GSPH have identified opportunities in both local and state government to strengthen reciprocal relationships through the application of focused academic expertise to policy formulation and implementation. The listed priorities and their match with faculty academic activities serve as a helpful framework (Figure 4) .
It is worth noting that faculty members' engagement in policy formulation can help to guide research funders. Funding sources rely upon academic institutions to help them determine where research would best serve the needs of society in addressing critical issues. How to initially identify and then prioritize societal concerns in any domain becomes a stimulus for creative thinking. The results of such thinking provide funding sources with topics of interest to financially support academic institutions, along with guidance as to where to focus their expertise. They also help to assess the relevancy of what these academic institutions fund and study. Government especially is perceived to spend tax funds, and academic institutions are expected to conduct research that can be translated into useful results for society. This goal can only be reached if the academic research community becomes actively involved in the health policy process. Finally, we believe that the methodology described in this article has been helpful to the Dean, department chairs, and certain directors of the UPitt GSPH in linking faculty expertise to relevant policy makers, as well as in addressing the evaluations of those faculty members who are involved. In turn, it is expected that policy makers will view the school as a useful resource.
